2/27/69 


Dear Paul, 

Aside from the enclosures, these responses to yours of 2/23: 

I do not satisfy myself in those efforts at explanation of what is 
going on in N.O. that I have come up with* I do consider it unreasonable to 
believe the infiltration was entirely cleansed. I told you shout one incident 
T had with someone who had deliberately and without possibility of success 
or need violated an agreement with me that had the effect of coming close to 
ruining one aspect of what I was engaged in. Since then, as with Boxley, I have 
treated this person as though there were no grounds for suspicion, for if there 
were, he had done his work and it was better to take the chance he would make 
good use of what x provided. This and things like it cannot explain all, not 
by too much. In any event, it is now too late for Ivon to make any use 
of those things I asked for him. I see no point in sending. What they didn't 
use could make a case snd would make an interesting book, as we discussed 
Sunday. 

It is now more then five weeks since I asked fpr copies of the 4/26/64 
record of transfer. I have had no reply, have spoken to ohnson and Rhoads about 
this several times. Rhoads promised me in the courtroom, when 1 bummed a cig, f 
from him on 2/14, that I'd hear soon. Now that the case is over, 1 suspect they 
may answer. I do not cars what they say. I'd prefer having it, but I also know, 
from my helping Whalen toward the end of 1966, that as of then, before ll/l, 
the X-rays were in the files of or accessible to an undersecretary of the Treas. 

We used this in court and I have it in PMEII. Anything you get, however, is in- 
teresting. I’ll send what I get. 'Whelan been promised a peek at the pix but 
delayed too long accepting. He had (militory)conneetions. In PM III I also note 
this memo was not in the penel's source list. 

I am satisfied CD47*8-9 does relate to Vallee. Enclosure. 

The alternative to what you pose, CIA lying to FBI re 49:22 and GAI 
CIA 3/27/64, Stern to Rankin, is that the FBI omitted it. One of the things 
that has mede me wonder from the first is that there is no CIA debriefing of 
Oswald. They do this, with even such people as Felix Green, who they without 
doubt regard as enemy. Why not, then, with Oswald. Yet I can recaL 1 no such 
indication from any of the files 1 recall. Do you recaL 1 any? There is also 
no doubt In my mind that they did photo Oswald going into the consulate and 
the embassy. They do this to everyone. These docs are familiar, or seem to be 
familiar, but I do not know wby. D have not yet classified that part of my files 
save those I got or had just gotten about 12/15/69. 

Schmitt’s notes: some of these might interest Rotherael. Should we send? 
(Warren Carroll). I know he fired one of his ghosts without a day’s notice. I 
seem to remember something shout this guy tha* I got from Castorr, perhaps 
that he planned an assassination book. Carroll is a staff writer for "New Con- 
servative". In I960 his address was Newport Beach, Calif. In time, I will he 
more interested in Howard. The Hudkins report, which I hade had since Spring 66, 
is till fascinating. Tjis reminds me, Vince has several times premised me copies 
of the Goulden stories hut has never provided. Do you have? On 0 as Agent. 

These memos are potentially very valuable. If you do not have a separate card 
index of some kind on each of the names, I think, when the to men Bud has carding 
the indexes is done that, what is not then included in that list should be added. 


Seat, 




